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Department of Commerce has con-
ducted ongoing outreach to educate
concerned communities regarding
these restrictions. Regulated activities
may include financing, servicing, con-
tracting, or other facilitation of mis-
sile or weapons projects, and need not
be linked to exports or reexports of
U.S.-origin items. No applications for
licenses to engage in such activities
were received during the period cov-
ered by this report.

No expenses directly attributable to
the exercise of powers or authorities
conferred by the declaration of a na-
tional emergency in Executive Order
No. 12930 were incurred by the Federal
Government in the period from Sep-
tember 29, 1994, to November 14, 1994.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, February 16, 1995.

REPORT RELATING TO ACTIVITIES
AND COSTS PURSUANT TO DEC-
LARATION OF NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY UNDER INTERNATIONAL
EMERGENCY ECONOMIC POWERS
ACT FROM NOVEMBER 16, 1990 TO
NOVEMBER 14, 1994—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 104-
37)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

On November 16, 1990, in light of the
dangers of the proliferation of chemi-
cal and biological weapons, President
Bush issued Executive Order No. 12735,
and declared a national emergency
under the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et
seq.). Under section 202(d) of the Na-
tional Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C.
1622(d)), the national emergency termi-
nates on the anniversary date of its
declaration unless the President pub-
lishes in the Federal Register and
transmits to the Congress a notice of
its continuation.

On November 14, 1994, | issued Execu-
tive Order No. 12938, which revoked and
superseded Executive Order No. 12735.
As | described in the report transmit-
ting Executive Order No. 12938, the new
Executive order consolidates the func-
tions of Executive Order No. 12735,
which declared a national emergency
with respect to the proliferation of
chemical and biological weapons, and
Executive Order No. 12930, which de-
clared a national emergency with re-
spect to nuclear, biological, and chemi-
cal weapons, and their means of deliv-
ery. The new Executive order contin-
ued in effect any rules, regulations, or-
ders, licenses, or other forms of admin-
istrative action taken under the au-
thority of Executive Order No. 12735.
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This is the final report with respect to
Executive Order No. 12735.

This report is made pursuant to sec-
tion 204 of the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act and sec-
tion 401(c) of the National Emergencies
Act regarding activities taken and
money spent pursuant to the emer-
gency declaration. Additional informa-
tion on chemical and biological weap-
ons proliferation is contained in the
annual report to the Congress provided
pursuant to the Chemical and Biologi-
cal Weapons Control and Warfare
Elimination Act of 1991.

The three export control regulations
issued under the Enhanced Prolifera-
tion Control Initiative are fully in
force and continue to be used to con-
trol the export of items with potential
use in chemical or biological weapons
[CBW] or unmanned delivery systems
for weapons of mass destruction.

During the final 6 months of Execu-
tive Order No. 12735, the United States
continued to address actively in its
international diplomatic efforts the
problem of the proliferation and use of
CBW.

At the termination of Executive
Order No. 12735, 158 nations had signed
the Chemical Weapons Convention
[CWC] and 16 had ratified it. On No-
vember 23, 1993, | submitted the CWC to
the Senate for its advice and consent
to ratification. The United States con-
tinues to press for prompt ratification
of the Convention to enable its entry
into force as soon as possible. We also
continue to urge those countries that
have not signed the Convention to do
so. The United States has remained ac-
tively engaged in the work of the CWC
Preparatory Commission headquarter-
ed in The Hague, to elaborate the tech-
nical and administrative procedures for
implementing the Convention.

The United States was an active par-
ticipant in the Special Conference of
States Parties, held September 19-30,
1994, to review the consensus final re-
port of the Ad Hoc Group of experts
mandated by the Third Biological
Weapons Convention [BWC] Review
conference. The Special Conference
produced a mandate to establish an Ad
Hoc Group whose objective is to de-
velop a legally binding instrument to
strengthen the effectiveness and im-
prove the implementation of the BWC.
The United States strongly supports
the development of a legally binding
protocol to strengthen the Convention.

The United States maintained its ac-
tive participation in the Australia
Group [AG], which welcomed the Czech
Republic, Poland, and Slovakia as the
26th, 27th, and 28th AG members, re-
spectively. The Group reaffirmed mem-
bers’ collective belief that full adher-
ence to the CWC and the BWC provides
the only means to achieve a permanent
global ban on CBW, and that all states
adhering to these conventions have an
obligation to ensure that their na-
tional activities support these goals.

The AG also reiterated its conviction
that harmonized AG report licensing
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measures are consistent with and in-
deed actively support, the requirement
under Article | of the CWC that States
Parties never assist, in any way, the
manufacture of chemical weapons.
These measures also are consistent
with the undertaking in Article XI of
the CWC to facilitate the fullest pos-
sible exchange of chemical materials
and related information for purposes
not prohibited by the Convention, as
they focus solely on preventing assist-
ance to activities banned under the
CWC. Similarly, such efforts also sup-
port existing nonproliferation obliga-
tions under the BWC.

The United States Government deter-
mined that one foreign individual and
two foreign commercial entities—re-
spectively, Nahum Manbar, and Mana
International Investments and Europol
Holding Ltd.—had engaged in chemical
weapons proliferation activities that
required the imposition of trade sanc-
tions against them, effective on July
16, 1994. A separate determination was
made and sanctions imposed against
Alberto di Salle, an Italian national,
effective on August 19, 1994. Additional
information on these determinations
will be contained in a classified report
to the Congress, provided pursuant to
the Chemical and Biological Weapons
Control and Warfare Elimination Act
of 1991.

Pursuant to section 401(c) of the Na-
tional Emergencies Act, | report that
there were no expenses directly attrib-
utable to the exercise of authorities
conferred by the declaration of the na-
tional emergency in Executive Order
No. 12735 during the period from No-
vember 16, 1990, through November 14,
1994.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, February 16, 1995.

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

FACTS THAT ARE MISUNDER-
STOOD WITH REGARD TO H.R. 7

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. KiM] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KIM. Mr. Speaker, the people in
my district in California do not have
any luxury to subscribe to the Wash-
ington Post and the Washington times,
which have extensive coverage of what
is happening inside the Beltway.

There is a lot of rhetoric, especially
about the U.N. peacekeeping mission.
This bill that we just passed, H.R. 7,
which is named the National Security
Revitalization Act, the people are say-
ing if this is passed, that will be the
end of the U.N. peacekeeping mission.
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I would like to clarify this. I would
like to urge all my people in my dis-
trict, people in California, to contact
Mr. Clinton not to veto this important
bill.

Let me tell you what this really
truly says. In the last year, 1995, fiscal
year, our administration came to Con-
gress to ask for $533 million for the
U.N. peacekeeping mission, just peace-
keeping. That is our assessment. At 6
months later, they come back asking
an additional $672 million. Adding it
together, our assessment was actually
$1.2 billion last year alone, cash assess-
ment to the United Nations.

This year our administration asked
again for only $445 million.

Now, who is trying to fool who this
time? This is a very unrealistic request
to try to trick the system by grossly
underestimating our peacekeeping as-
sessment numbers so that the overall
budget looks smaller. I can bet you
that they are going to come back half-
way through this year asking another
$1/2 billion.

Anyway, in addition to $1.2 billion we
paid to the United Nations, we also
paid an additional $75 million last year
as a gift, as a gift, voluntary gift. This
year they are asking an additional $100
million as a voluntary gift.

It is beyond my comprehension why
we are paying gifts in addition to $1.2
billion.

The U.S. Government gets no credit
for these voluntary contributions.

Let us talk about other countries.
How much do they pay? Ninety coun-
tries How much do they pay? Ninety
countries pay less than one-hundredth
of 1 percent, 0.01 percent, nothing; 90
countries pay less than that. Only 10
countries pay more than a lousy 1 per-
cent. Let me repeat only 10 countries
in the world pay more than 1 percent
on this U.N. peacekeeping mission.

How much do we pay? Thirty-two
percent.

O 1500

We used to pay only 25 percent. What
happened? Because Russia dissolved
and were unable to pay, we have to
pick up the tab. Is that not ridiculous?

We are paying 32 percent while only
10 countries pay more than 1 percent.
Now, that means we are paying more
than 3% times more than the second
largest contributing nation, which is
Japan. Japan pays 12.5 percent. Not to
mention the gifts and not to mention
the in-kind contributions.

Let me tell you what it is. We spent
$1.7 billion in-kind contributions to
support of this U.N. peacekeeping mis-
sion. What are they? Let me give an ex-
ample: Sending military forces to So-
malia, millions and millions of dollars
is what it cost us. Also the airlift of
supplies to Bosnia.

We are now involved in 13 different
places on peacekeeping and humani-
tarian support in this world.

Altogether we spent $1.7 billion in ad-
dition to the $1.2 billion cash assess-
ment, in addition to the gifts.
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Now, this $1.7 billion we spent as in-
kind contributions was not credited to
us. Added altogether we are about $30
billion a year that we are donating to
the United Nations under the name of
peacekeeping mission.

Now, what this bill will do, let me ex-
plain: Under section 509 it says the
United States shall not pay more than
25 percent. Is that not fair?

Second, section 506 says that all the
in-kind donations shall be credited,
credited to the United States. That is
exactly what it says.

Section 507, no more voluntary gifts
unless it is some kind of emergency or
national security interest.

Finally, section 511 says U.N. man-
agement must be reformed. You cannot
just go around and asking us for money
like we were a bottomless pit. They
have to reform, they have to shape up.
That is what this bill does, asking the
U.N. to shape up. We are asking them
to hire an inspector general so they
can audit the books and find out ex-
actly who pays what and how much.

We are not against peacekeeping. |
understand we all believe in human
rights, but, by golly, it has to be fair.
This bill provides for a more equivalent
sharing of the real cost of such activi-
ties, something that all the American
people deserve. That is what it is all
about. We are not talking against
peacekeeping. It is about time for us to
get a fair share and a better account-
ability.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BUNNING). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut [Ms. DELAURO] is recognized
for 5 minutes.

[Ms. DELAURO addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

FOREIGN COMMAND OF U.S.
TROOPS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. SALMON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, one of
my staff was in a grocery store, local
grocery store, just a few days ago and
happened to be in the toy section of the
store and lo and behold here is what he
found and picked up. These are little
toy soldiers, just like we used to play
with when we were little boys and
girls. It says ‘““U.N. troops.”’

Mr. Speaker, how far have we gone?
How far has this madness gone? It used
to be, when | was a little boy, | would
play with my G.l. Joe. They were
American soldiers we used to play
with. They were not United Nations
troops.

I think maybe the reason these kinds
of toys are being marketed now is be-
cause maybe it is becoming acceptable
that we no longer have our sovereignty
any more, we no longer have control.
We have given control of U.S. troops,
our young men and young women, put
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them in harm’s way, put them under
the direct jurisdiction of the United
Nations.

In fact, in 1988, there were only 5
peacekeeping operations being oper-
ated by the United Nations across the
world. Today the United Nations sup-
ports 17 peacekeeping operations. More
and more, these missions involved in-
ternal unrest, including ethnic clashes
as opposed to conflicts between na-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, today is a landmark
day. We passed a wonderful piece of
legislation that redirects our atten-
tion, that refocuses our priority on
America, on America’s vital interests,
what is beneficial to this country and
not the world at large.

This is a wonderful day, and | think
it was one of the most impactful bills,
but unfortunately the media out there
has decided to neglect any discussion
of this bill. I will not comment as to
why. But | will comment that these
toy soldiers, they are meaningless, you
can throw them away, they can end up
in the wastebasket, it does not matter.
But young men and young women,
their lives do matter. When they are
fighting on foreign soil, we have an ob-
ligation in this body to be sure they
are standing up for our interests, our
vital national security interests, and
not for some utopian concepts of peace-
keeping in areas that we really cannot
keep the peace.

This bill, H.R. 7 that we just passed,
is very impactful in that it restricts
the deployment of U.S. troops to mis-
sions that are in our interest. It de-
mands that U.S. troops be commanded
by U.S. commanders, not by U.N. bu-
reaucrats.

It reduces the cost to the United
States for U.N. peacekeeping missions
and demands that the United States
Representatives to the United Nations
press for reforms in the management
practices of the United Nations.

Mr. Speaker, | have also got to men-
tion that | believe we have got to keep
our eye on that one big ball that is out
there, that $5 trillion Federal debt that
we have. Not only do we not have
human lives to waste abroad for need-
less causes, but we do not have the cap-
ital as well. We have a debt to pay off.
As Mr. KiMm pointed out adequately, we
have paid a disproportionate share of
the cost of peacekeeping. We pay 33
percent. The next highest country,
Japan, pays in the neighborhood of 13
percent. That is unreasonable.

We pay 25 percent of the costs for up-
keep and maintenance of the United
Nations. If we were getting what we
paid for, it might be a different story.
But | do not think we are.

Mr. Speaker, | want to congratulate
this body for doing some wonderful
work today, and, hopefully, the meas-
ure will pass the other body and Presi-
dent Clinton will get significant sup-
port from the people out there, the vot-
ers, calls from the real people out
there, the voters, calls from the real



		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-05-23T14:03:53-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




